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The Governess goes to Poland 


There seems to be an almost incurable trait 
in the British ruling classes for making it their 


mission to lecture other nations on the 
morality of their internal politics. It appears 
not to occur to those possessed by this itch 
that they make themselves and their country 
ridiculous in the eyes of the world when they 
indulge in such sanctimonious posturings. 
Mrs. Thatcher, though not a member of this 
class by birth, most certainly, in joining it. 
acquired the same self-arrogated role as 
missionary to those darker corners of the earth 
where, according to conventional wisdom 
here in Britain, the natives have not gone far 
enough towards adoption of the norms of 
“democracy”. : 
So it was that the Prime Minister took 
herself off to Poland last month in order to 
administer a lecture to the leadership there 


and, while in the country, to identify herself 


ostentatiously with its dissident elements, in 
particular Mr. Lech Walesa. No doubt the 
zombies who only a short time before were 
cheering Maggle to the echo at the Tory Party 
conference were on this occasion to be heard 
giving her a loud ‘hurrah’ for putting the 
errant Poles in their place. But we do not 
share this enthusiasm. E 

This magazine is no supporter of the 
government of President Jaruzelski, and no 
admirer of its works. It has made Poland an 


PE 


inefficient shambles and hung an enormous 
- foreign debt around the necks of its people. 


We detest communism in all its forms, 
whether 1t be the brutal, inhuman Stalinist 
version or the overtly milder Gorbachev 


version. Far be it from us, therefore. to . 


defend the present Polish regime. 


But we do believe that, when all is said and 


done, what happens in Poland is not Britain’s 


business. We believe — ` old-fashioned. 


COME TO CIVILISE THE NATIVES 
Mrs. Thatcher arrives in Warsaw 


though it may seem — in the traditional rules 
of diplomatic custom, which are that when 
you are in someone else’s country, in 
particular as a guest of state, you refrain from 
meddling in that country’s internal affairs. 
Mrs. Thatcher quite clearly does not 
believe in such things. From the very first 
moment that she set foot on Polish soil, she 
abused the hospitality of her hosts by a series 
of diplomatic insults that we British would 
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certainly be wrong to tolerate had they been 


delivered to us by a visitor here. Whatever the - 
faults of the Polish government, 


courtesy and tolerance in the face of Maggie's 
provocation leave them coming out of the 
affair with, if anything, greater dignity than 
their British guest and the country she 
represents. . 

But of course, as with her predecessors in 
the profession of international moral 
unctuousness, Mrs. Thatcher was engaged on 
a mission which amounted to rather more than 
it seemed. Almost invariably, behind the 
liberal sermonisings about “freedom” and 
“democracy” (in this case coming oddly from 
the leader of a country which denies its own 
dissidents the use of meeting halls and quite 
frequently puts them in prison), there are 
powerful interests which have a stake in 
affairs. So what interests was Maggie 
representing when she went to Poland? 


Bankers’ emissary 


Not being privy to the more confidential 
memoranda of state, we can only guess. What 
we do know is that Mrs. Thatcher was telling 
the Poles that, if they do not embark on 
certain reforms, they will not obtain the co- 
operation that they seek from the Internat- 
ional Monetary Fund in the rescheduling of 
their debts. Here we are getting a little closer 
to reality. The Prime Minister, in other 
words, was in Poland as an emissary of the 
world’s leading bankers. Poland is one of 
those countries that is in enormous debt with 
those bankers. Doubtless, the bankers feel 
that, this being so, they are in a position to 
exert no small influence on Polish affairs. 
They clearly are not satisfied with the conduct 
of those affairs at the present time, and are 
therefore attempting to get certain things 
changed. What better person that Mrs. 
Thatcher to be their emissary in this regard? 

The Prime Minister, during the course of 
her visit, resorted frequently to one of her 
favourite expressigns. She told the Poles 
again and again that, only when they had 
brought about ‘economic freedom’, would 
they achieve economic efficiency. 

Now this is an interesting argument which 
we would do well to examine a little more 
closely. ‘Economic freedom’ has in fact 
become the popular slogan of the times, and it 
is being thrown as much at Mr. Gorbachev’s 
Russians as at the Poles. The reasoning is that 
economic stagnation is coming about because 
of state regulation of the economy, and that 
economic dynamism and growth will occur 
when the state steps back from its regulating 
role and leaves things to ‘market forces’. 

It is a seductive argument, and it may 
indeed have some validity when applied to 
communist countries — up to a point. 
Certainly, there is much to be said for 
allowing the laws of supply and demand to 
determine the priorities to be given in the field 
of production and to provide greater 
incentives, and enourage greater initiatives, 
among the local managers of industry. To the 
extent that the communist systems have failed 
to do this, there certainly are grounds for 
reform. ; 

But the question must be asked: why are the 
leaders of the western world, like Mrs. 
Thatcher, so anxious to bring about these 
changes in the economic systems of the 


their 


communist states — if the result is going to be 
that the economies of these states are thereby 
going to become stronger, and therefore: a 
greater threat to ourselves in the way both of 
international 
military capability? 

Surely if, as we are told, the West is 
engaged in an international power struggle 
with the Communist Bloc and is under 
potential threat from that Bloc in the way of 
military invasion, the leaders of the West 
would be glad to leave the Soviets and their 
allies bogged down in a system which kept 
their economies inefficient and weak, rather 
than competitive and powerful. 

We must therefore seek some reason other 
than the official and conventional one for 
Mrs. Thatcher’s calls for ‘freedom’ to be 
given to the economies of the communist 
world. 

We suspect that what is really afoot is that 
the international financial fraternity is not 
presently satisfied with conditions governing 
. their relations with the communist states, in 
particular in respect of those states’ economic 
affairs, and that they wish to obtain a yet 


greater stranglehold on the Soviet and other. 


communist economies. Present state 


regulation of economic forces within these 


countries does not give world finance the 
freedom that it wants to operate within such 
countries, and that regulation must therefore 
be eliminated. International MOney Power, 
rather than the political will of government, 
ust dominate the economic ‘policies of these 
countries just as it does the countries of the 
West, so that the plans for the ‘New Econ- 
omic Order’ may proceed to their next stage. 

Is this the true diagnosis of what lies behind 
the slogans about ‘freedom’? We cannot 
prove it at this stage, but we believe that much 
evidence points in that direction. What we 
must realise is that when Mrs. Thatcher takes 
up the ‘freedom’ cry it is not the freedoms of 
Polish or Russian workers that she is really 
concerned about; it is the freedom of big 
money to widen the scope of its activity and 
control around the world. We are convinced 
that it is primarily as an agent of big money 
that Britain’s Governess has recently been to 
Poland. Whether she has succeeded 
adequately in ABT: mission remains yet to be 
seen. 


Split personality. 

Last month we commented on Prince 
Charles’ plans to hold a big birthday party ina 
disused railway shed in Birmingham at which 
a large portion of those on the list of guests 
would be young Blacks, including some who 
took part in the Handsworth riots of a few 
years ago. 

Charles duly held his party and, no doubt 
much to his delight, was photographed both 
for TV and the newspapers cavorting around 
the dance floor with a succession of black 
females — almost certainly the main object of 
the exercise. 

Trying to read into the mind of someone 
who is so obsessed with the idea of ingratiat- 
ing himself with the black community is a 
difficult, nay almost impossible exercise. It is 
tempting to jump to the simple conclusion 
that such a person is just.a straightforward 
degenerate, but in Prince Charles’ case there 
are nagging een that intrude upon the 
issue. 


economic competition and- 


-~ BENDING WITH THE TIMES : 
“Charles jigs with black woman at birthday 
party 


Shortly before his multi-racial jamboree in 
Birmingham, the Prince was seen on his own 
television programme viewing and talking 
about samples of modern architecture. On 
this occasion, as well as on previous 
occasions when he has ventured into the same 
subject, it was extremely difficult to fault a 
single word that His Royal Highness said. His 
appreciation of the beauty of traditional 
building styles and his obvious revulsion 
against modern ones indicate, most certainly, 
an aesthetic sense that is quite healthy. 

What is perplexing is that the same 
aesthetic sense does not seem to come into the 
equation when the Prince is considering 
matters of race. Apparently, he was most 
unhappy a year or two ago when inspecting a 
unit of Guards to see not one single black face 
amongst them. Now, to most of us one of the 
things that is truly pleasing about the aspect of 
a Guards regiment on parade is the fact that it 
is comprised of some of the best specimens of 
our own British Race, who, whatever the 
differences of their inner personalities, look 
just the same on such occasions. It is no 
denigration of members of other races to 
observe this — and to underline that it could 
well be said that the sight of a squad of 
Gurkhas on the march would be somewhat 
spoiled by the presence of a tall, blue-eyed 
white man among them. 

Why is it then that the Prince of Wales, 
who apparently possesses quite normal 
aestheti¢ instincts when it comes to 
architecture, is able to put these instincts into 
limbo when it comes to such sights as white 
Guardsmen doing their drill? Why indeed do 
the same aesthetic instincts not rebel at the 


general picture in the streets and squares of | 


many of Britain’s cities and towns, where the 
traditional sight. of Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 
people going about their business has been 
rudely spoiled by the presence of newcomers 


who, in the feelings of most of us, just do not 


belong? 


. world's 


Perhaps it may all be put down to this: that 


' HRH The Prince is desperately anxious to 


please. He knows that in criticising modern 
architecture he is treading on a few powerful 
establishment toes but he also knows that 


“modern architects and their sponsors enjoy 


nothing like the omnipotence enjoyed by the 


multi-racial lobby in Britain. Though not 


without clout in national affairs, they are still 
people whom it is possible to offend — and 
get away with it. At the same time, the Prince 
no doubt knows that his attacks on the hideous 
urban skylines that have sprung up in recent 
years will strike a sympathetic chord with 
millions of his ordinary future subjects. 

Not so with matters of race. Here the Prince 


“às no doubt well aware that, should he do 


anything other than slobber and drool over 
Britain’s ethnic minorities, he will be 
crucified by the mass media as well as by the 
entire Westminster political establishment. 


“Most certainly, he is not ignorant of what 
-befell his Great Uncle, the former Edward 


VIII, when that monarch showed signs of 
some independence of mind on some of the 
crucial issues of his day, notably Britain’s 
policy towards Germany. Charles has of 
course been educated on such matters and 
knows the form. He knows, in other words, 
what he may get away with and what he may 
not get away with. - 

Nevertheless, the feeling remains: even if 
we accept that the Prince, in his position, does 
not feel that he can actually speak out against 
multi-racialism, is 1t really so necessary for 
him to go to such lengths to demonstrate 


“support for it? 


Uber Alles 


A word more about the Olympics. 
Someone has pointed out — and we did not 
fail to notice ourselves — that, if the 
combined totals of medals won by East 
Germany and West Germany at Seoul are all 
added together, we will find that German 
athletes have scored appreciably more 
victories than those of any other nation, 
Russia and the United States included. 

Naturally, we would have preferred that 
British athletes had scored this triumph. But if 
that is not to be, then perhaps there is some 
satisfaction in seeing a nation which has been 
the world’s number-one hate-object for the 
past 50 years deliver its own dramatic two- 
fingered salute at those who during this time 
have made a profession of vilifying and 
insulting it. After all, they never tire of telling 
us that at Berlin in 1936 Jesse Owens refuted 
Hitler’s claim that the Germans were the 
leading race a fable that 
conveniently omits the fact that at those 
games, as in Korea in 1988, German sports- 
men won more medals overall than anyone 
else. Since those Olympics of long ago, the 
(better than any other races — yet those awful 

Germans have the habit continually of regis- — 
tering outstanding achievements which rather 
knock the theory on the head. | 
registering outstanding achievements which 
rather knock the theory on the head. 

We are now a long way from the days of the 
Third Reich, with its tremendous emphasis on 
national fitness, discipline and the will to 
win. Yet it seems that some of these traits still 
linger on in its young heirs of today. Of 
course in East Germany, which won the 

= Contd. overleaf 
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(Contd. from prev. page) 


higher tally of medals of the two Germanies, 
many of the old Prussian traditions still 


remain — albeit that these are now utilised for . 


communist ends rather than for national ones. 
But even West Germany, whose society is to 
a large extent sunk in the same kind of 
liberalism and decadence as other 
“democracies”, nevertheless produces an 
impressive number of sporting champions. 

Why these remarkably high standards? Is it 
something in the race? No doubt it is, but here 
there is really not that much difference in the 
racial make-up of Germans, Anglo-Saxons, 
Dutch, Swedes, Finns and other North 
Europeans. Yet, consistently, Germans 
manage to out-perform these peoples in inter- 
national sport. The genetic factor, though not 
without importance, cannot explain every- 
thing. 

The Swedes and the Finns, of course, once 
did win quite a lot of medals, as did Australia 
about 20 years ago. Something seems to have 
happened to the viril'ty and vigour of those 
countries in more recent times. As for Britain, 
we have always had a totally ‘laid-back’ 
attitude to international sporting competition, 
at least at government and official level. As 
mentioned in a previous comment on the 1988 
Olympics, we have got so used to being 
second-rate at everything that no great 
national outrage is expressed at the fact that 
we only won golds in five events at Seoul — 
indeed, to many this was even looked upon as 
a success! 

Diet may have something to do with it. The 
German diet, though hardly exciting gastron- 
omically speaking, has for a long time been 
one of the most nutritious in the world, while 
Britain’s is one of the least so. But we feel 
there must be some further factor. 

Deeply implanted national cultures and 
traditions die hard, and, even where political 
change sweeps away many of the habits of 
thinking and acting that are ingrained in a 
nation, there remains still a legacy which 
passes itself down to succeeding generations. 

Germans earlier in this century grew up in 
an environment in which people possessed 
enormous pride and were not satisfied with 
anything less than excellence in all things to 
which their hands were turned. These things, 
combined with a disciplined and determined 
approach to life and a strong will to win, 
somehow manage to live on notwithstanding 
altering times and the advent of new 
ideologies. 

Whatever it is, we believe — as we have 
continually reiterated with reference to 
Britain’s approach to such matters — that 
success in International sport is some 
indicator, though by no means the only one, 
of the strength of a nation’s character, of the 
fibre of its people. 

We are, as has been said, still deluged, 43 
years after World War II, with hate and 
ridicule against the German people. There 
must be some satisfaction this year in Berlin 
and Bonn, in Hamburg and Munich, that an 
‘admirable, because dignified, answer has 
been given to those who trade in such 
commodities. 

‘*Hitler would have been pleased,’’ said 
one Fleet Street writer somewhat ruefully. 

Yes, we suppose he would. 


> 
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Who are the 
“Little Englanders”? 


According to recent press reports, Mrs. 
Thatcher's government has come under 
heavy attack from numerous Euro-MPs for its 
hesitant attitude over the drive to bring about 
full European political union. One of the 
phrases used in these attacks has been that of 
“Little Englander’ — in reference to those in 
Britain who do not wish to see this country 
integrated in a European super-state. 

Those who, in recent years, have used this 
term to describe people anxious to preserve 
British national sovereignty clearly have not 
the slightest idea of the term’s actual origins 
and correct application. In fact, the 
expression “Little Englander’ arose in the 
19th century and was used as a term of 
contempt for those who opposed the develop- 
ment of the British Empire and preferred that 
Britain shed its imperial responsibilities and 
retreat from a world role to the role of small 
island. The “Little Englander” was in fact the 
antithesis of the imperialist. 

It 1s therefore curious, to say the least, that 
today’s Euro-fanatics are employing the same 
term as a gesture of contempt for those who 
oppose them. It has been the Euro-brigade in 
Britain who, more than anyone else, have 
agitated over the past 20 or 30 years for 
Britain to abandon her ties with her 
Dominions and White Commonwealth so 
that, reduced to the status of a small island, 
she may then be swallowed up by an 
integrated Europe. It is the Euro-brigade 
today who claim that Britain is ‘‘not big 
enough”” to go her own way outside European 
union — a somewhat laughable claim in view 
of the success that Sweden, Norway and 
Switzerland have had doing exactly that. 

The Euro-brigade are, in fact, the real 
‘Little Englanders’, for they are the people 
who have always wanted Britain to be 
reduced in power and stature so that the 
argument for her integration in Europe might 
be made to seem more plausible. They should 
therefore desist from applying to their 
Opponents an epithet which sits much more 
fittingly on their own shoulders. 


Democratic response from 
SA Blacks 


For many years, ‘liberals’ the world over 
have been screaming for ‘democracy’ to be 
extended to the Blacks of South Africa on the 
basis of “one man, one vote’. Well, at the end 
of October black democracy was given a 
chance to show if it could work in the 
municipal elections, where Africans were 
able to vote for the first time. The result was 
not exactly impressive. 

Only 10 per-cent of the Blacks eligible to 
vote in these elections actually did so. About 
half the seats involved were not even 
contested by black candidates. In Soweto 
township the affair bordered on complete 
farce. According to a report in The Sunday 
Times (one of the papers in the forefront of 
the clamour for ‘democracy’ for South 
Africa”s Blacks): ‘‘Many voters seemed to be 
under the impression that they had to vote for 
the candidate that gave them a lift or the one 
that first managed to place a party sticker on 
their lapel.”” 

Yet these are the people who, according to 


the legions of the enlightened and the high- 
minded who supply the kind of fare meted out 
to us through such papers as The Sunday 
Times, should be in control of South Africa's 
destinies! 


Near to the truth 


Sometimes from out of the mouths of those 
whose trade is in lies comes an odd gem of 
truth. This was the case when Mr. Barry Seal. 
leader of the Labour group in the European 
parliament said of Mrs. Thatcher’s recent 
claim to oppose Britain’s absorption in 
European political union: ‘‘She is not 
concerned about British sovereignty. 
Privatisation has already given large chunks 
of sovereignty to foreign multi-nationals. 
They already control significant sectors of 
the British economy.”” 

Mr. Seal went on to say of Mrs. Thatcher: 
“But whatever she states publicly, don’t 
worry. The people who control her in Britain 
— the banks, the insurance companies, the 
financial people who stand to benefit most 
from complete removal of barriers — will 
bring her into line.” 

Precisely so. 


What constitutes ‘Europe’? 


The EEC, so it appears, is about to gain 
some new members. According to recent 
press reports, Morocco and Turkey are 
likely before long to join the Community — 
apparently with the enthusiastic approval of 
the majority of its leaders. 

Now this is a little strange. When this 
editor was at school, his geography teacher 
taught him that neither Morocco nor Turkey 
were part of the European continent. Have 
things changed since then? If so, will 
someone kindly tell us where the borders of 
Europe now lie? 

The Moroccans, it appears, are most 
anxious to become recruits to the EEC. One 
of their officials, Mr. Ghissous Azeddine, 
was recently quoted in the press as saying: 
“You cannot turn the Mediterranean, one of 
the great corridors of commerce in history, 
into a barrier. In the past this has led to war.”” 

No doubt there are no end of ‘right- 
thinking’ people in Britain and across the 
channel who will have nodded their heads 
respectfully at Mr. Azeddine’s words — just 
as the same sort of people are ever reminding 
us that if we do not do all we can to share our 
wealth with the “Third World’ some major 
international conflict will eventually ensue. 

What is not explained is exactly how sucha 
conflict could threaten us. Is Mr. Azeddine, 
for instance, saying that, if countries like 
Morocco are not allowed trading benefits 
within the European Community, they will 
bring their mighty armed strength to bear on 
the situation and threaten such relatively puny 
adversaries as France, Germany and Britain? 
Do the overseas aid fanatics fear that, if the 
West does not bestow the benefits of its 
industry and technology on the Third World, 
the latter will takes those things by force? 

Anyhow, we had better all start building 
our air-raid shelters now — in anticipation of 
the day when Morocco and her allies begin 
sending over their aerial armadas to bomb us 
into submission. After all, bearing in mind 
what Mr. Azeddine has said, we cannot claim 
that we have not been warned! 


THE WAY TO ONE NATION 


In the present right-left divide, says JOHN TYNDALL, we 
witness the thinking of minds trapped in the old world of 
party politics; in nationalism, on the other hand, we find 


synthesis and union 


WHAT is the big argument all about? We 
may ask this question as we watch the 
spokesmen and spokeswomen of the 
parties of Westminster joust against, each 
other in furious debate, occupying the 
platforms of their recent party conferences 
to get across to the public the nature of 
their differences and why the electors 
should vote for whom and for what. But 
from where we stand it seems a sterile 
conflict, thrashed out in a political arena 
overhung with cobwebs and resounding to 
the slogans of an age long dead. 

First we have the Tories, feeling them- 
selves to be enjoying a new lease of life under 
the Thatcher banner, proclaiming the primacy 
of the individual will, of personal initiative 
and enterprise freed from the fetters of state 
regulation. In such a vision of the future, the 
Prime Minister's reported statement that 
““there is no such thing as society; there are 
only individuals”” — whether authentic or not 
— seems to find its fulfilment. It is the 
atomisation of 18th and 19th century 
liberalism brought to its ultimate metamorph- 
osis. Every man for himself, in an economic 
and social free-for-all in which the nation has 
no role other than that of an area of geograph- 
ical convenience, where the contest can take 
place amid the trappings of some sort of legal 
formula, designed to draw the line where 
rampant self-interest verges on criminality. 

Against this, we have the vision of Labour: 
of a society where individual worth is 
downgraded almost to nothing, where 
personal initiative is stifled at every turn, 
where ‘equality’ is the going religion and 
where the mass of people are seen as a bovine 
herd, cossetted from the cradle to the grave in 
a social order designed to secure the unlimited 
breeding of the unfit. Here again, the nation is 
seen as nothing beyond a mere location on the 
map, conceived as embracing all who happen 
to be stopping off there at the current moment 
of history, and serving only as a name for the 
gigantic hospital ward in which all are 
accommodated in the quest for the painless 
utopia of progressive socialist dreams. 

Then oscillating back and forth between 
these two polarities are the men and women of 
the ‘centre’, now divided into their own 
factions of ‘moderate left’ and just 
‘moderate’, seeming one moment to be 
borrowing the rhetoric from one side and the 
next moment to be plagiarising from the 
other, being all that is sweet and nice to all 
sections of. the public, taking care to offend 
nobody and looking exactly like the legions of 
the half-baked and the ineffectual that they 


are — people who, in terms of personal 
calibre, could not in a thousand years become 
fit for government, whatever the theoretical 
merit of the doctrines currently in vogue with 
them. 

That is the depressing spectrum of political 
alternatives now on offer. Unhappy is the lot 
of a nation confronted with no other currently 
viable choice. 


ARE THEY SO DIFFERENT? 

But are they really so different, these 
Westminster factions whom we dignify by 
giving them the label ‘parties’? When seen 
against what unites them in common cause, 
the things that they fight over appear paltry by 
comparison. They are all internationalist. 
They all believe in one world and one race. 
They are all small ‘I’ liberals, if only one of 
them incorporates the large ‘L’ Liberal 
appellation into its title. They all share 
basically the same ideals as to the kind of 
society Britain should remain — a society 
firmly wedded to institutions under which the 
legalised fraud of ‘democracy’ is preserved 
intact, a society whose gods are exclusively 
those of safety, comfort, passivity and 
material greed, a society to which pride and 
heroism are redundant commodities, even 
‘dangerous’ ones that should, according to 
some, be put under lock and key, a society 
whose leaders sing in chorus against ‘totalit- 
arianism’ while they imprison and gag those 
who refuse to conform to their parameters of 
permissible public debate. 

But of course minds of this puny stature 
must always find something to squabble over, 
hence the parliamentary party pillow fight 
over the question of who are to be benefic- 
iaries of the material promised land to which 


all current political paths are leading. Is it to 
be the bigger and cleverer rats who, in the 
rush to grab society’s pickings, are able to 
outmanoeuvre the others or elbow them out of 
the way? Or are all the pack to be given a 
nearly equal share, regardless of their 
different contributions and efforts? To such 
intellects, these questions represent the 
raging issue of the moment, and the cue for 
righteous passions to be vented from 
platform, pulpit and TV studio. That is the 
debate that preoccupies the denizens of 
‘democracy’. 


THE TWO SOCIETIES: 
OURS AND THEIRS 


Against the stunted mind locked in these 
conflicts, we pose the adult mind which 
transcends them. Rising to a higher level of 
human consciousness than is possible in the 
kindergarten of party warfare, we should be 
able to see plainly that there are both virtues 
and vices in the social ideals believed in by 
the factions of the old right and the old left, 
and that it is possible to combine the virtues in 
synthesis while consigning the vices to the 
dustbin where they belong. 

Beginning with the hard-working, skilled 
and enterprising individual that is the paragon 
of Thatcherite philosophy, should that 
individual not be valued and rewarded? Of 
course he should! And who in their right mind 
would suggest otherwise? Even in the 
communist world, where that individual has 
for so long been considered outside the pale, 
the leadership is now belatedly waking up to 
the fact of his worth, and is engaged in 
providing him with incentives to express that 


- worth through his activity. 
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We, on our part, do not require this belated 
conversion to appreciate the value of the 
outstanding individual, because such an 
appreciation has always been a part of our 
outlook. How could we, believing as we do 
that the races of the world are fundamentally 
different from one another in their respective 
capacities, not extend this rule to individuals 
as well, and recognise that they too vary 
enormously in the gifts with which nature has 
endowed them, and should thus be rewarded 
differently by that same nature as a token of 
their differing levels of achievement? 

But here we begin to approach the vast 
divide that separates our conception of the 
role of the individual from that of Mrs. 
Thatcher and her acolytes and disciples. To 
them, the successful individual carries with 
him his own divine right. He must be 
considered as a sovereign entity, able to do 
virtually what he likes — both in his manner 
of acquiring wealth and rewards and in the 
manner in which he is allowed to dispose of 
such things once they are acquired. Such an 
individual cannot, must not, be the object of 
any restraining hand; his obligations are to 
no-one but himself and his immediate family 
dependents. The idea that a national state 
should place some curbs on his enterprise and 
activity, with a view to these being directed to 
the overall national and public good, is 
rejected as ‘corporate’, ‘collective’ and even 
‘socialist’. The top rats in the pack should be 
allowed to fight it out, with scarcely any holds 
barred, and from this, by some strange 
reasoning, the overall national and public 
benefit will accrue. 

A glimpse of this principle in practice has 
been provided in the nine and a half years of 
Thatcher government. People have been 
encouraged to go out and make money — in 
any way they can. Some of course have made 
money and a great deal of it. These have been 
spotlighted by government propaganda as 
symbolic of the new spirit of Thatcher 
Britain, with the implication that many others 
can do the same. The individual success of 
such people, and in some cases companies, 
has been cleverly projected in a way that 
makes it seem synonymous with national 
success, and the impression has thereby been 
created that the nation is set on an upward 
economic path. 

Certain leading economic enterprises, such 
as coal and steel, which previously were 
highly unprofitable, have now been made 
much more profitable (by the convenient 
method of throwing huge numbers of their 
workers onto the dole) and these are held up 
before the nation as symbols of economic 
‘resurgence’, the public naturally being 
expected to believe that they are represent- 
ative of the national economy as a whole — 
whereas they are in fact no more than selected 
sections of the economy put into the black by 
asset stripping, and whose previous losses are 
now borne by the nation as a whole in terms of 
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the enormous bill for unemployment and 
social security benefits that have to be paid to 
their redundant former operatives. A clever 
conjuring trick has been performed: the rabbit 
of profitability has been produced from the 
hat of economic depression and stagnation. 

But of course the reality is demonstrated 
when we examine the unemployment figures, 
which still hover around 2% million, when 
we take a look in shop windows and observe 
the enormous proportion of manufactured 
domestic goods bearing foreign labels, when 
we travel the roads and find British-made 
motor vehicles outnumbered by imports from 
abroad, and when we go around the country, 
particularly its northern half, and survey the 
vast stretches of economic wasteland, with 
their derelict factories and run-down 
residential areas, decaying towns and rotting 
assets and amenities. 


WHO ARE THE 
‘WEALTH CREATORS’? 


Mrs. Thatcher has acquired a favourite 
phrase, which she never tires of throwing in 
the faces of those who question the policies of 
her government. **You are against the 
wealth-creators,’’ she will cry. But who are 
these ‘wealth-creators’ so beloved of our 
Prime Minister and whom she is so eager to 
reward? Are they the factory-owners and 
managers who are improving production? 
Are they the farmers who are yielding more 
output from the land? Are they the brilliant 
inventors who are adding to our assets of 
technology? Perhaps in a few cases they are, 
but these valued contributers to national 
prosperity certainly do not represent the main 


“Class that Maggie has in mind. In the forefront 


of those who have benefitted from her 
policies of promoting individual ‘enterprise’ 
are the whizz-kids who have moved into the 
City, who have accumulated vast fortunes ina 
short time by no worthier activity than that of 
moving money about the world by their 
playing of the international stock market — 
often to the actual detriment of the productive 
sector in Britain, whose managers and 
workers have been condemned to watch their 
international competitors being provided with 
added armament through the investment of 
British money that should, under proper 
controls, have been directed into our own 
industries. When Mrs. Thatcher sees these 
peopie’s bank balances increase rapidly by 
means of this activity, she calls it ‘wealth- 
creation’. Indeed it is — but solely and 
specifically for the speculators and money 
marketeers themselves, not for the British 
economy or the British people. 


REVOLT ON THE LEFT 

Against this essentially self-interested 
pursuit of profit, the left rebels. But it is not a 
sensible and rationally considered rebellion, 
directed to controlling the enterprising and 
dynamic individual and channelling his 
energy along nationally profitable paths; it is 
the demented protest of the legions of the 


failed and the inadequate; it is the voice of 


those who resent any superiority or success of. 
any kind, who would like to see the whole of 
the populace dragged down to a common 
level of ordinariness and mediocrity, with 
financial rewards allocated accordingly. The 
outstanding individual is assumed not to be 
any kind of national asset whatsoever, but on 
the contrary some kind of criminal who 
should actually be punished for his achieve- 
ment. The prescribed way for this to be done 
is for most of that individual’s earnings to be 
taken away in taxes, or otherwise for his 
enterprise to be brought under public 
ownership and he merely paid a wage. It is all 
simply the universal ache of envy, expressing 
itself in the rhetoric of revolutionary thought 
and policy. 

Here we find the left identifying itself with 
a trend of thinking that seems to have come to 
dominate all our current perceptions of what 
constitute ‘good works’, and which is 
thoroughly shared by contemporary religion. 
It needs looking at more closely. 


WORSHIP OF THE UNFIT 


The instinct for wanting to serve the 
community has been a trait of Social Man for 
as far back in history as anyone can recall. But 
in different ages, governed by different 
spiritual evaluations, this instinct has 
manifested itself in very different forms. 

Perhaps in order to arrive at a balanced 
appreciation of what should be the correct 
communal instinct, we should examine the 
ethos of an army engaged in war. In such an 
army, and in the institutions of state standing 
behind it, a balance has to be struck between 
two areas of care and concern. On the one 
hand, the army has to be made into an 
effective fighting unit, with attention and 
resources given to training its manpower in 
fitness, in discipline and in the arts and trades 
of war for which it is organised. On the other 
hand, such an army and its related institutions 
of state must provide for those men who have 
been unlucky in battle, who have suffered 
grave injuries and disabilities, and for the 
widows and families of those who have died. 
This means of course the provision of 
adequate resources for looking after the 
wounded and the sick, both those who can 
hope later to return to combat duties and those 
whose wounds are of such a nature that they 
will have to be permanently retired. Needless 
to say, this involves also the provision of 
pensions to provide security for the 
permanently invalided and the dependents of 
those who have made the supreme sacrifice. 

The need here, as I have said, is for 
balance. It would be wholly unacceptable if 
all resources were channelled into training 
and equipping those still able to fight, and 
none at all into helping those who have fallen 
in battle, together with their dependants. 
Such a policy would in the long run not 
anyway help an army’s combat-worthiness, 
because it would soon discourage recruitment 
and leave it short of men. Therefore both the 
ethical and the practical consideration compe! 
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that adequate provision be made for the 
unfortunate. 

On the other hand, it would be equally 
unacceptable if available resources were 
channelled so excessively into military 
hospitals, rest homes, medical equipment and 
pensions that there was little or none left to 
enable such an army to fulfil its main purpose, 
which is to be an effective fighting unit in 
war. No good would come at ail if the unfit 
were looked after to the virtual exclusion of 
the fit. Such a policy would indeed not even 
be ‘humane’, since the more poorly trained 
and equipped the combat units were the 
greater would be their casualties and the 
greater the corresponding burden at the other 
end of the line. 


SENSE OF PROPORTION 


In societies where a sense of proportion 
reigns there is a similar balance between the 
requirements of compassion at one end of the 
scale and, at the other end, the necessity for 
nurturing and promoting everything that is fit, 
able and strong — together with an apprec- 
iation that, in the final analyis, it is on that 
society’s ability to meet the latter need that 
rests its acquisition of the resources to 
practise the former. 

That our own society is far from achieving 
this proportion and balance can be ascertained 
simply by asking the average individual what 
is the image, or vision, that comes 
immediately into his mind when the words 
“doing good”” are spoken. He will, in 99 
cases out of 100, be almost certain to reply 
that it is contributing money to build 
hospitals, giving to cancer research, feeding 
the hungry, caring for the aged, providing 
amenities for handicapped children — in 
other words, the channelling of all charity 
into helping society’s weaker elements. 

There is nothing wrong with any of these 
causes, and I do not criticise them; they are all 
worthy ones and should be supported. 

But the fact that the concept of **doing 
good”” concerns itself so exclusively with 
such projects, and seems not to recognise 
priorities that exist at the opposite end of the 
scale, 1s surely an indication that weakness, 
from being a condition that quite properly 
should call for a portion of our help and 
concern, has become elevated into an altar 
upon which the whole sum total of our gifts 
must be laid. Does not *‘doing good”” also 
include contributing money to build sports 
centres and gymnasia for the fit and healthy 
among the population, thus enabling them to 
become yet more fit and healthy? Does it not 
include donating towards the proper 
equipping and training of our armed forces for 
national defence? Does it not include helping 
to finance the extension of education and 
training facilities for the most talented and 
able among the young population so that they 
may graduate to provide the nation with top 
scientists, engineers, administrators and 
soldiers. Is not provision for the building of a 
military college as worthy a cause as 
provision for the building of a hospital? 


SYNTHESIS 


In the creed of nationalism we achieve a 
synthesis of the better impulses underlying 
the attitudes of the right and the left of the old 


politics. From the right we take the view that, 


it is Of absolute necessity to recognise the 
innate differences of ability and performance 
between individuals and to structure society's 
scale of incentives and rewards so that those 


making the highest contributions to the. 


national welfare are commensurately paid. 
With this, we also take from the right that. up 
to a point, market forces do have to regulate 
such rewards and payments — in that both 
wages and profits must be sufficient to attract 
to all enterprises the personal talents and 
capital necessary for running them. On the 
other hand, we reject that outlook which 
allows market forces to be the regulators of 
everything, leading to the evaluation of all 
services and resources in terms. of what 
people are prepared to pay tor them. 

From the left we take the view that 
economic activity and social conditions must 
be subject to some degree of regulation by 
government, that national industries are. im 
the last analysis, national assets which belong 
to the nation before they belong to the 
individuals owning them. We see private 
ownership of land, resources and the means 
of, industrial production, not as something 
carrying its own divine right, but as a lease, 
granted to the owners with certain conditions 
attached, these conditions being that the land, 
resources and means of production should be 
used for the full national benefit and not 
solely for the benefit of the owners them- 
selves. If this is regarded by some as ‘social- 
ist’ doctrine, we make no apologies for it. Just 
because of the disrepute brought upon the 
name of ‘socialism’ by the destructive 
philosophies and antics of the left, it does not 
mean that all socialist ideas in their original 
conception are necessarily bad. There is a 
place for some of those ideals that provided 
the impulse for the earlier socialism — betore 
the name was hi-jacked by Marx and his ilk — 
just as there is a place for some of the 
dynamics of capitalism — before that system 
degenerated into the free-tc .-all of laissez- 
faire, where the capitalist became the master 
of government rather than government the 
master of the capitalist. 


NATION AND DESTINY : 

Such synthesis is possiblesfor us while it is 
impossible for those entrapped in the thinking 
of the old politics, because to us there are 
transcendent ideals which reach far beyond 
the ‘riches and happiness’ syndrome of that 
liberalism that dominates all the ‘orthodox’ 
creeds and parties. First and foremost, our 
concern is for the future of our nation and our 
race. If our nation and our race are to have a 
future, of a higher kind than that which is 
concerned merely with physical existence, 
there are priorities concerned with its survival 
and development that far outweigh the petty 
arguments between the parties of the present, 
which, as I have hinted earlier, are merely 
about the distribution of the material 
posessions and comforts of the consumer 


society of liberalism and democracy. 

The overwhelming priority. where nation 
and race are concerned, is that the British 
people of the future should be fit and strong 
— mentally and spiritually as well as 
physically. They should be able to survive in 
a world of intense competition, for most of 
the time economic but at intervals escalating 
into war. We can no more alter this biological 
truth than we can compel the sun to rise in the 
west anc set in the east, than we can alter the 
cycles of spring, summer. autumn and 
winter, than we can promise mankind a future 
in which there are no floods. no cyclones. no 
draughts, no volcanic eruptions or 
earthquakes. 

Such survival in such a world requires first 
of all that we reproduce in our race those 
genes of the highest biological quality — that 
is to say the quality that enabled people of 
British stock to become the world’s leading 
discoverers and colonisers in past ages — and 
also that our race reproduces in sufficient 
numbers to ensure its survival in a world 
where some national populations now 
count themselves in hundreds of millions. 

Quite obviously, these imperatives of 
quality and quantity require that society's 
scale of rewards and incentives encourages 
the prolific breeding of the most fit and most 
worthy among the population. 

Next to this, it is vital that each newly-born 
generation of our race is reared, and lives, in 
an environment conducive to the utmost 
nurturing and upkeep of survival qualities. 
In other words, it is not enough that we may 
produce children with the desired biological 
inheritance of health, strength, intelligence. 
creativity and character; we must ensure that 
this biological inheritance is built upon 
further by a correct grounding in education 
and by the maintenance of a healthy environ- 
ment which encourages inborn qualities to be 
put to the most valuable use in the service of 
nation, race and posterity. Degeneratiye and 
weakening influences in our society must be 
eliminated — by whatever means are 
necessary. Patriotism and race loyalty must 
be imparted from the first, as must also the 
desire of every individual to live out his or her 
life in service to the national community 
above self. Our people should live in 
surroundings of great art and culture, of 
literature, painting, architecture and music 
that is ennobling rather than debasing. And 
perspectives on politics must be those 
orientated towards what is necessary to 
ensure the higher interests of our race, long- 
term as well as short-term. In such political 
perspectives there can be no room for party 
wartare of the present kind, nor of warfare 
between different factions based on class or 
religion. All national life, and the talents and 
energies of the whole national community. 
must be subject to co-ordination in the 
interests of Britain and her related peoples 
across the world. 

The last point brings us to another vital 
need. The future of our race demands that it 
has access to abundant land and resources. 
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which will enable it to develop and grow 
without the necessity for crowding into cities. 
This means that the British people and their 
blood relations overseas must be bound to 
each other in firm and unbreakable bonds of 
race, and linked by a form of world-wide 
organisation which, while respecting local 
rights of self-government, will achieve a 
harmony of interests and of action in the face 
of the rest of mankind. And, in a looser form, 
such a harmony of interest should extend to 
all peoples of white, western provenance — 
so as to provide the best practical guarantee 
against future world wars, like the two which 
have decimated the world’s finest during this 
century. 


THE WELFARE STATE: 
THEIRS AND OURS 


Against the background of these priorities, 
it should be possible to reach a better under- 
standing of the essential difference between 
‘social welfare’ as seen by the left of politics 
and our own conception of the state’s 
obligation to its citizens. In the first case, the 
weak, the failed and the sick are elevated into 
deities, with the vast bulk of the nation’s 
reserves of charity allocated to their upkeep 
— while there seems no awareness whatever 
of the need to produce a fitter, stronger and in 
every way better population, this involving 
our caring for the well just as much as the 
unwell, the capable just as much as the 
incapable, in promoting strength just as much 
as protecting feebleness. 

To these latter necessities we address 
ourselves in a balanced approach which is 
based on the same principles as those cited 
earlier in the case of the armed forces. The 
need to look after those in misfortune, 
essential though it is, must never rule our 
minds to the extent that we forget the first 
purpose of all welfare: to produce a nation 
that can compete and survive in a tough and 
demanding world. ‘Doing good’, in our 
philosophy, requires such a balanced apport- 
ionment of the nation’s resources at each end 
of the scale with it always being 
remembered that what we are able to give to 
the weak depends on the wealth and assets 
created by the strong. 

Generally speaking, our society should 
provide for the old as one of its highest 
priorities. Likewise, it should provide the 
best possible services for those who are sick 
through genuine misfortune. Beyond these, 
there are many categories of people whose 
unhappy condition is the result of their own 
foolishness, moral weakness, dissolute living 
and general irresponsibility. To the left, these 
are all people who are the victims of society's 
‘injustices’ rather than of their own unworthy 
character; to the left, they are potentially 
valuable citizens who must be ‘lifted up’ from 
out of their filth, their squalor. and their 
disease, even if it means enormous portions 
of society’s benefits being set aside for the 
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THE STRONG ARE OUR FUTURE 
By denying them their right, we will not help the needy 


purpose. This, to us, is a wholly decadent 
ethic which indicates a desire, not to make our 
population fit to survive in a competitive 
world, but to pamper it, spoil it, and soften it 
until it becomes ripe for conquest by a 
stronger and more disciplined race and 
power. 

To us, the main thrust of the purpose of 
social welfare must be race improvement. 
This means that we need to create the 
conditions under which the best of our race 
may flourish, have abundant children and 
thereby pass down'to succeeding generations 
the genetic qualities making for their success. 
It means at the same time that, in the case of 
those elements of the race the least endowed 
with intelligence and good character, 
conditions should be such that they are 
provided with the least possible means to 
reproduce and breed. This is of course a 
philosophy wholly offensive to the liberalist 
and leftist conscience, which utterly fails to 
recognise that population quality is the 
foundation of all national prosperity and 
success. 

Here, at least some of the ideas of the 
political right have a place — in as much as 
the right tends to favour a competitive society 
that is in keeping with natural biological laws. 
Where we differ from the right is we believe 
that such competition needs to be closely 
regulated by a power within the nation that is 
higher than the forces of the ‘free market’, the 
reason for this being that such forces, when 
left to their own to operate at will, will tend to 
grant monetary reward, success and power to 
some of the worst, as well as some of the best, 
elements among the people — those, that is, 
who have enriched themselves solely by self- 
interested enterprise, and often enterprise of a 
kind that harms, rather than benefits, the 


nation as a whole. 

The judgement of where lies the line. 
between the need to encourage the highest 
achievers and the need to ensure that the 
general interest is safeguarded — such a 
judgement must of course always be a human 
one and therefore one prone to error. But 
when we permit our minds to rise above the 
petty daily conflicts of the contemporary 
political scene, with their preoccupation with 
detail and trivia, and to embrace those 
priorities that history forces upon us in its 
ruthless laws and logic, the priorities of the 
historical survival of our kind, we are a 
hundred times better equipped to assess 
where such lines should be drawn than are the 
present crop of political pygmies who 
dominate the current British scene. 


DESTINY OF OUR RACE THE 
PRINCIPAL IMPERATIVE 


The imperative, in other words, is destiny 
— the destiny of our race. All forms of 
government, of economics, of social organis- 
ation and of cultural and ethical values — all | 
must be considered as means to this end, and 
must therefore be regarded as utilities, to be 
valued in terms of their practical effectiveness 
rather than made the basis of ideological 
dogmas, leading to conflicts which tear the 
race apart while its enemies stand by ready to 
pick up the spoils. 

This, and this alone, is the way to one 
nation — a united community of people of 
our race, working and living together in 
common loyalty and common endeavour. 
When we grasp these essentials, the present 
divide between the ‘right’ and the ‘left’ of 
politics will become an absurdity, consigned 
to the graveyard of exhausted doctrines which 
human progress has left far behind. 


ON LIBERTY 


How truly ‘free’ is the individual in a society governed 
according to the principles of libertarian democracy? An 


American view 


“IS LIFE so dear or peace so sweet as to be 
purchased at the price of chains and 
slavery? Forbid it, Almighty God! I know 
not what course others may take, but as 
for me, give me liberty or give me death!” 
Patrick Henry's impassioned words, nearly 
two centuries old now, are perhaps the best 
known and most cherished ever uttered in 
America. No true American — that is. no 
American of Henry’s race — can read those 
words today without being stirred by them. 


LOVE OF LIBERTY 
IN OUR BLOOD 


It matters not how ‘liberal’ an education we 
have had, nor how much of the propaganda of 
surrender and weakness and defeat has been 
crammed into our skulls. The appeal of 
Henry's words finds its reponse in our blood 
— in our genes, where it has lain these past 
twenty thousand years and more. 

The freeborn farmer-warrior, who typified 
what is best in our race throughout long ages 
past, may have little place in today’s slick. 
conniving world, but as long as his blood still 
flows, relatively unpolluted, in our veins. 
even the most democratically acclimatised 
urbanite among us must feel the gooseflesh 
rise along the nape of his neck when the call to 
take up arms against a tyrant rings out. 


PERVERSION OF LIBERTY 


But what has that to do with what today 
masquerades as ‘liberty’? What connection 
has the sentiment so eloquently expressed in 
1775 by Patrick Henry with the pulling. 


JOHN STUART MILL 
A 19th century ‘liberty’ fanatic 


This article was first published in 1971 in . 


ATTACK (now renamed NATIONAL 
VANGUARD), which can be obtained 
from PO Box 2264, Arlington, Virginia 
22202, U.S.A. We are reprinting the article 
because it is one of the best critiques we 
have ever read on the libertarianism that is 
now in vogue in Mrs. Thatcher’s Britain 
and is the popular religion of the ‘new right’ 
of politics, both in this country and in the 
United States. 

In certain places words have been 
blacked out in compliance with the laws of 
censorship operating in Britain with regard 
to critical references to members of racial 
minorities. 


smirking insistence on freedom to **do his 
own thing’’ by every imaginable brand of 
degenerate and pervert today? What has it to 
do with the raucous demand for **Freedom 
now!” voiced by MIES who want a bigger 
slice of the welfare state — or else” | 

The Latin root from which the word 
‘liberty’ has sprung is prolific; it has also 
yielded ‘liberal’, ‘libertarian’ and ‘libertine’. 
All these words share a general implication of 
‘lack of restraint’. The range of meaning 
given to them is enormous, however. 

For what a gulf stretches between the 


‘liberty’ of Patrick Henry — meaning 
freedom from political and economic 
domination by a foreign tyrant.— and the 


‘liberty’ of our present-day libertarians — 
meaning the freedom of the individual from 
every restraint imposed by society. In the one 
case it is one of Western Man's most 
cherished and valuable possessions; in the 
other, simply a manifestation of the sickness 
called liberalism which is carrying Western 
Man swiftly towards his extinction. 


LIBERTY NOT AN ABSOLUTE 


As liberty has no absolute meaning, it has 
no absolute value. To be free from an alien 
tyranny, so that we can give expression to our 
own cultural and social forms rather than 
those not ours — that is good. To carry the 
quest for ‘freedom of expression’ to the point 
where we reject every social norm and every 
cultural tradition in favour of a formless. 
normless chaos — that is not good. 

Freedom to enquire, to explore, to 
experiment, to invent — that is both good and 
necessary if our race is to advance and fulfil 
its destiny. Freedom to ignore every author- 
ity, to escape every obligation, to indulge 
every whim — that is neither good nor 
progressive. | 

The great over-simplification of the liber- 
tarian is the assumption that freedom is an 


absolute — that man is either free or he is not 
free — that if we want freedom of enquiry, for 
example, then we must also accept as a 
necessary concomitant total freedom for self- 
indulgence. 

Thus, the familiar spectacle of senators, 
editors and educators calling tor the military 
defeat of our nation; of WA criminals calling 
for the murder of our race; of anarchists of 
every hue calling for the destruction of our 
culture while we smile tolerantly, if a bit 
nervously. for we have been taught that to 
silence a traitor is to strangle liberty. Even to 
punch a McGovern or a Kennedy — or a 
Nixon — in the mouth and denounce him for 
what he is makes us suspect as enemies of free 
speech. 


SEMANTIC TRICK | 


What nonsense! The argument that if we 
approve of free speech we must tolerate 
subversion Is a semantic trick. 

A variation of the same trick goes like this: 
Racial loyalty. racial pride, racial idealism 
are a torm of ‘collectivism’. in that emphasis 
is shifted from the individual to a larger entity 
— the race — of which the individual is only a 
component part. To insist on individual 


- Sacrifice or individual restraint in the interests 


of the racial community Is to restrict the scope 
of individual prerogative — i.e. to limit 
individual treedom. Hence, if we are for 
freedom, we must be against racial idealism. 


ATOMISATION OF SOCIETY 


The logic is flawless. And the same 
argument can be applied to patriotism or any 
other form of idealism which requires the 
individual to subordinate his own interests to 
those of a larger social, national or racial 
whole. Libertarianism thus leads naturally to 
an atomisation of society. 

To the libertarian, the race, the nation, are 
merely assemblages of individuals, nothing 
more. 

-From this viewpoint, any social structure 
— a government, say — is justified only in so 
far as it provides a convenient framework 
within which a multitude of human atoms can 
expeditiously gratify their individual desires 
and ambitions with a minimum of friction 
with one another. 


“FREEDOM?” UNDER THE SYSTEM 


Liberty, pursued to such lengths, is 
elusive, and the pursuer deceives himself. 


- Our masters, the men who run the system, are 


not such fools. They better understand the 
nature of ‘freedom’. They know that in order 
to compel us to do their bidding it is seldom 
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necessary these days to resort to the whip and 
the chain. 

So they let us run about freely, say what we 
want, vote tor whom we choose. The United 
States 1s a ‘free’ country. All the system cares 
about is that the net aggregate of our opinions. 
the result of our elections, shall be what they 
have predetermined they should be. 

It is no more possible to put a truly anti- 
system man into the presidency by the 

, democratic process in this country than it is to 
talk the system into cutting its own throat. But 
the system men don't mind if we fool 
ourselves into thinking that it is possible. In 
fact. they prefer it that way. 


DONKEYS AND MEN 


One can get a donkey from Point A to Point 
B by tying a rope around his neck and pulling 
hard enough. Or one can accomplish the same 
thing by placing the donkey's oats and water 
out in plain sight at Point B, taking care that 
no other source of provender is readily 
accessible. 

Is the donkey really any ‘freer’ in the 
second case than in the first? It is idle to argue 
that in the second case the donkey could have 
decided not to go for the oats. The fact is that 
one is able to predetermine the donkey's 
behaviour, almost with certainty. by a simple 
manipulation of external stimuli. 

When dealing with people instead of 
donkeys one must be more subtle. but the 
principle remains the same. 


COMPULSION OF NECESSITY 


We like to think that we make our own 
decisions. form our own opinions, but in most 
cases we don't. Even outside the realm of 
politics and the public opinion manipulators. 
man's supposedly ‘free’ choice is subject to a 
thousand determinants beyond his control. 


Even a sole inhabitant of the earth. free of 


every social constraint and inhibition, would 
remain a slave to the weather and all the other 
limitations on his will imposed by nature. 
Such limitations are just as effective in 
reducing man’s freedom — in restricting the 
scope of his actions — as are the walls of any 
man-made prison. 


‘DIVISION OF LABOUR 


Thinking of freedom in these terms. it Is 
easy to see that a sole inhabitant may be 
considerably less free than a member of a 
social group. Although membership of 
group inevitably carries with it certain 
restrictions, it may, for a properly constituted 
group, result in far greater scope of action 
than is possible for the unaffiliated individ- 
ual. 

' As an example, a sole inhabitant may wish 
to devote his life to music or to the study of 
mathematics. But the daily necessities of 
providing himself with food, clothing and 
shelter would certainly leave him little time 
for indulging such whims. And it is quite 
clear that these natural restrictions just as 
truly limit his freedom of choice as, say, 
‘repressive’ parents or a ‘totalitarian’ govern- 
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Did our ancestors who fought against tyranny really intend that it should end up with 
self-proclaimed sodomites parading themselves in the streets? 


ment. 

Only the division of labour made possible 
by social organisation, with its accompanying 
channeling of individual energies into rather 
restricted areas, can open up for anyone the 
choice of a career in music or mathematics. 


A DANGEROUS ILLUSION 


Thus the libertarian ideal of Man as a free 
spirit, making rational choices independently 
of conditions around him, is sheer illusion. 

Perhaps all this should be self-evident, but 
apparently it is not. There are alarming 
numbers of young people today, nominally 
on the right as well as on the left, who talk and 
act as if liberty were an absolute thing that 
would be within their grasp were it not for 
various ‘collectivist’ or ‘repressive’ tenden- 
cies in the government and in our present 
society. 

The presence of this libertarian derange- 
ment may only be a reflection of the too 
permissive, child-rearing methods of the last 
couple of decades, but whatever it is it must 
be overcome. 


WHOLE MORE THAN 
SUM OF PARTS 


The doctrine that society is no more than 
the sum of the individuals comprising it must 
lead. first to the atomisation of that society, 
and then to its complete destruction. The 
Western World is now rushing headlong into 
this last phase, where, ironically, an 
obsessive mania for ever more liberty 
promises a final end to all liberty. 

The great social genius of Western Man has 
been his skill at so ordering his society that it 
has provided close to the maximum possible 
yield of true liberty — that is, the maximum 
possible scope for human endeavour. By and 


large, he has avoided both the extreme of 


social disorganisation which we call anarchy 
and the extreme of social over-organisation 
which results in the ant-heap societies 
characteristic of the Orient. 


NEITHER ATOMS NOR ANTS 


He has understood, during the great 
periods of his history, that maximum treedom 
— maximum social potential — is achieved 
when a careful compromise is made ia 
anarchy and the ant heap. 

To go too far in the direction of ly 
unrestrained individualism — that is, to 


approach an atomistic society — is tọ 
sacrifice the scope of action which exists only 
when the will of a whole people can be unified 
and concentrated on a common goal. 

To ignore totally the qualities of the 
individual — that is, to approach a society 
based on marxist egalitarianism, where 
individuals are completely interchangeable 
economic units — is to sacrifice the great 
potential for innovation, for creation, for 
leadership which exists not in the mass but 
only in exceptional individuels. 

We cannot make either of these sacrifices 
and still hope to emerge victorious from the 
struggle for existence which now rages, and 
will rage, between the various races of man 
on this planet — until one is supreme and the 
others have yielded. 


A LOUSY COMPROMISE 


Today we suffer from the worst of both 


extremes. We live in an oppressively 
overcrowded environment with ever- 
diminishing privacy, solitude, peace and 


quiet. We feel tatally impotent and insignif- 
icant in the face of the impersonal bureau- 
cratic monstrosity with which Big Brother 
rules our lives. 

But at the same time we are totally lacking 
in solidarity — racial, national or otherwise. 


We have no common purpose, no unity of 


will as a compensation for the loss of our 
privacy. Instead of selfless idealism, egoism 
and materialism reign. 

America is today an atomised ant heap. 

The cure for this unfortunate state of affairs 
is to be found neither among the libertarian 
egoists nor the marxist collectivists. Pecul- 
iarly enough, however, both these factions 


have draped themselves in the banner of 


‘liberty’. 
RACE AND PERSONALITY 


If we seek true liberty, what we must first 
do is establish among ourselves, the men of 
the West, or among some carefully selected 
portion of ourselves, a common purpose 
based on true idealism. Then we must smash 
the present system, which thwarts the 
purpose, and build a new society in which the 
individual achieves self-fulfilment through 
service to the whole, and the whole advances 
by giving the widest possible scope for such 
service to each individual. 


. aa 


LIBERTY FOR WHOM? 


THE EDITOR adds a footnote to the preceding article 


THE ARTICLE ‘On Liberty’, no doubt 
taking its title from the much less enlight- 
ened book by John Stuart Mill on the same 
subject, has rendered us all a valuable 
service in putting into proper perspective 
one of the most over-used words in the 
English language. For far too long, 
liberals, both of the right and of the left, 
have got away with an ancient swindle by 
which they have scrambled the brains of 
millions — that swindle being the estab- 
lishment of a dichotomy between the 
freedoms and rights of the individual and 
the powers and prerogatives of the state, 
with the supposition being that the protect- 
ion of the first can only be assured through 
the curbing of the second. It is time that the 
swindle was exposed and demolished. 

We are seeing right now in Britain an 
upsurge of the cult of libertarianism, with the 
Prime Minister herself very much in the 
vanguard of the trend. Has Mrs. Thatcher not 
told us that one of her aims is to “*roll back the 
frontiers of the state?”” To addled minds, that 
is a Signal that the individual is in some way 
going to reap exciting new benefits, in the 
way of greater scope for his or her personal 
initiative, talent and — yes — freedom of 
action. All this is in fact a tragic illusion. 

The writer of “On Liberty” has for the most 
part given a more than adequate answer to the 
Thatcherites. As he rightly indicates, only by 
sensible social organisation are the conditions 
created for the full flowering of individual 
initiatives and talents. But the author may, 
but for limitations of space, have added two 
more important points. 


ANOTHER ENTITY 


Why must it always be assumed that the 
individual and the state are the only two 
entities that should enter into our consider- 
ations when freedoms and rights are being 
evaluated? Are there not, between the 
individual and the state, many other parties 
that bear upon the question Big business is 
but one such party, for surely it cannot be 
placed in the category either of individual or 
state. The mass media are another. Trade 
unions are a third. Then there are the armed 
forces, the police, the civil service, the 
church, the academic world and some more 
besides. All these institutions are large and 
powerful, and those able to obtain leadership 
and control of them, while not necessarily 
being part of the state, can by no stretch of 
imagination be regarded as on the same plane 
as the ordinary individual citizen: the 
common wage-earner, pensioner, student or 
small or medium-sized businessman or 
trader. 

Those whose influence prevails in these 
large institutions stand in an intermediate 
position between individual and state. While 
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not (at least theoretically) being as powerful 
as the second, they are, beyond any dispute, 
much more powerful than the first. 

And, this being so, is it not possible that the 
rights, freedoms and welfare of the individual 
may be threatened every bit as much by such 
powerful institutions as by the state itself? As 
one instance, what is the value of the state 
maintaining laws instituting freedom of 
speech — in other words not itself taking 
measures to curb such freedom of speech — if 
those forces which control the mass media 
combine to ensure that, to certain individuals 
with certain opinions, the facilities necessary 
to exercise free speech effectively are 
rendered unavailable” 

Likewise with an individuals right not to 
join an industrial strike if his conscience tells 
him that such a strike is not justified, or 
simply if his obligations in support of his 
family do not allow him to afford the financial 
loss involved. Here it is not likely to be the 
state that will violate that right but the trade 
union that may well do so — by persuading its 
more militant members “to place such 
pressures upon the would-be non-striker that 
his theoretical ‘right’ to go to work in 
defiance of the union’s call to strike is 
effectively worthless. 

Then there is big business, which has been 
mentioned earlier. Big business, operating in 
a laissez-faire economy where the minimum 
of state regulation is the norm, can, by the 
decision to transfer capital from one of the 
industrial regions of Britain to, say, Taiwan, 
deliver many thousands in that British region 
to a life of unemployment, in which condition 
the affected individuals straightaway 
experience a contraction both of their 
personal freedoms and their personal rights. It 
will not be the state that has diminished these 
freedoms and rights; it will be the owners of 


the multi-national company — big business 
— that transferred its capital. If the state is to 
blame in any way. it will be not in exercising 
its authority too strongly but in not exercising 
that authority strongly enough. by not curbing 
and regulating the activities of the company 
concerned so as to oblige it to keep its capital 
in Britain. 

From these examples. we may see clearly 
that the individual/state relationship is not the 
simplistic matter that libertarians. free 
marketeers and believers in laissez-faire 
postulate it as being in their propaganda. 
There are other entities to be reckoned with. 
and those entities can as drastically affect the 
lives of millions of individuals as can any 
state apparatus. 

In such circumstances. what ts the benefit 
to the individual, the ordinary Mr. and Mrs. 
Citizen. of a weak state that stands back from 
the arena of national affairs and lets private 
and other non-state forces have their head. 
with a minimum of interference by 
government in the workings of society and the 
economy? It is likely often to be that the 
individual is far more severely oppressed than 
if the state and government acted firmly to 
regulate all elements within the nation so that 
they worked together for the general national 
good. 


THE ‘TOTALITARIAN’ BOGEY 


The word ‘totalitarianism’ has become one 
of the big catch-phrases of the 20th century. 
beloved of liberals as a term of abuse to apply 
against all tendencies in politics that do not 
suit them. So great has been the tear impact of 
this word that it has served to cut short any 
critical examination of the workings of 
‘democracy’. To the mass mind. “totalitar- 
tanism” means the suppression of all indepen- 
dent thought, concentration camps. secret 
police and the early morning knock on the 
door. But how did the term first arise? It arose 
when certain governments earlier in this 
century decided that all national life needed to 
be brought within the framework of a total 
loyalty and a total drive for national 
prosperity and success. Such governments 
committed what was. to liberals. the 
unpardonable crime of maintaining that no 
nation could survive and operate effectively if 
one part of its people and institutions were 
dedicated to patriotic ideals and purposes and 
the other part to unpatriotic ones. The ethic 
underlying the actions of ‘totalitarian’ 
governments was in nature no different trom 
that underlying the actions of the manager of a 
football team: it simply was that all members 
were expected to play for the team — and not 
for the opponents of the team. There may 
indeed be discussion, even argument, as to 
what tactics and methods were best suited to 
bring the team victory: but there could be no 
room for those who wanted that victory to go 
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to the opposing side! 

Liberals dishonestly maintain that the kind 
of institutions and rules prevailing in their 
type of society are necessary to the existence 
of individual freedom, of free thought and 
discussion and of freedom of conscience on 
political and other issues (yet in practice those 
same liberals, with typical humbug, deny 
those very freedoms to those they deem to be 
threatening them). But in fact the kind of 
society that comes about through the 
prevalence of liberalism is one torn apart by 
political conflicts which are totally irrecon- 
cilable, conflicts in which a substantial 
section of the body politic does not even want 
the nation as such to survive, let alone 
prosper. The very idea that a nation should 
extend ‘freedom’ to those bent on its destruct- 
ion is One that no rational person should be 
expected to entertain for two seconds. Yet 
that is the idea underlying the liberal, and 
libertarian, concept of nolitical life. 

Liberals make much of the fact that those 
regimes they designate as ‘totalitarian’ make 
it a policy to co-ordinate all the institutions of 
the nation in the service of national ideals and 
objectives, including academic and cultural 
institutions as well as the mass media. But 
such a concept did not necessarily mean that 
there would be no scope for argument, debate 
and discussion on the various issues; it did not 


necessarily mean that every individual 
opinion needed to be stifled. that every 
criticism had to be suppressed — although in 
some totalitarian societies, such as those of 
the communist kind, things reached virtually 
that stage; what ‘totalitarianism’ did certainly 
mean, in the nationalist states where it was 
applied, was that there must first exist a 
framework in which every citizen and every 
institution was playing for the same side, was 
on the side of the nation and not against the 
nation. Given this framework, of course there 
was ample room for argument as to what were 
the best methods for achieving the national 
strength and success to which all were 
dedicated; but there could be no scope for 
those whose purposes were to thwart the 
achievement of national strength and success 
and to work for the nation’s enemies, whether 
these be external or internal. 


STRIKING THE BALANCE 


As the writer of “On Liberty’ says, Western 
Man has in past ages displayed the genius for 
striking exactly the right balance between the 
under-organisation of society that leads to 
anarchy and the over-organisation that leads 
to the ant heap. Liberalism upset that balance, 
with the result everywhere of a drift to 
anarchy — and all in the name of ‘freedom’ 
and ‘liberty’. But this has not been the 
freedom or liberty of the ordinary individual 
to exercise his initiative and talents; it has 
been the freedom of powerful institutions to 
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pursue their own interests and their own 
goals, reckless of the rights of the individual 
on the one hand and the necessity for 
cohesion of nation and race on the other. 

At least some of those who in the present 
century have been judged as ‘totalitarians’ 
have simply sought to restore the ancient 
balance of which the writer of “On Liberty’ 
speaks, the balance aiming at tribal solidarity 
operating in harmony with individual enter- 
prise and talent. This certainly required a 
‘totality’ of commitment to the national 
interest and cause, and the prohibition of any 
tendency, whether political, economic, 
intellectual or cultural, which ran contrary to 
the tribal good. If that is ‘totalitarianism’, so 
be it. But, should this be the case, can 
liberaldom, which sets out equally to outlaw 
and suppress any tendency threatening to its 
own world, honestly condemn such a 
phenomenon? 

This footnote article began with the title 
‘Liberty for Whom?’ It should have become 
abundantly clear that, when libertarianism 
runs riot, that liberty exists solely for those in 
society with the muscle and the money to 
make their will felt. When there is a weak 
state, such elements will call all the tunes and 
the individual citizen will be impotent; for 
that individual to be protected, a strong state 
is indispensable. Such a strong state is not a 
guarantee that the individual will not suffer, 
but its absence is most certainly a guarantee 
that he will. 


PETER FOWLER pinpoints the cause which distinguishes 
nationalists from the old parties 


GREETED RATHER APTLY with a 
rendition of ‘Jerusalem’, and ultimately 
acclaimed by a nine-minute ovation, Mrs. 
Thatcher brought the 1988 Conservative 
Conference to its conclusion with a 
customary display of arrogant hocus- 
pocus. 

That she did so behind a screen of 
unprecedented (and prodigiously expensive) 
security measures deserves noting: at a 
moment when police authorities admit to 
losing control of our streets, she ought to have 
been reminded of a pledge nine years ago to 
erect a ‘barrier of steel’ against lawlessness in 
Britain. But that would have rudely illustrated 
the habitual disparity between what the 
common people are promised by the Iron 
Lady and what they actually get, just as it 
would have underlined how this Tory 
administration reserves the goodies for its 
own privileged coteries. 

But no such uncomfortable home truths 
were allowed to dissipate the Brighton 
euphoria. 

We remain, for some little time yet, in the 
grip of a prime minister who claims the 
‘moral high ground’ whilst perched on the top 
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Of a manure heap; and we must continue to 
endure the buzzing blowflies who are 
assigned to echo her fictions. 

Prior to Mrs. Thatcher's performance, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer droned repose- 
fully on the theme of ‘Booming Britain’. This 
country, he said, has never been so 
prosperous nor our industries more efficient. 
An audience contentedly enured to the 
dunghill accepted the proposition. 

Yet where does this ‘prosperity’ manifest 
itself? 


Are the 2% million unemployed aware of 


it? Is it enjoyed by 10 million pensioners? Are 
an estimated 6 million disabled citizens luxur- 
lating in it? And are we to include as benefic- 
iaries the 2/4 million children existing on or 
below the poverty line? 

As to “our” industries, as Nigel Lawson 
terms them (an artful misnomer, seeing that 


major portions are under foreign control), if 


any measure of “efficiency” has indeed 
materialised since 1979, at what cost has this 
been achieved? 

It has been achieved, via traditional Tory 
tactics of cut-and-slash, at the expense of a 
ravaged workforce, soaring deprivation and a 


multitude of bankruptcies; at the expense, in 
fact, of our own vital interests and in subserv- 
lence to an international economic system 
which perpetuates the dictatorship of the 
Money Power. 


FRAUD 


In fact, the whole notion of “Booming 
Britain’ is a fraud, matched for enormity only 
by the cynical swagger of its promotors. Rub 
away the doctrinaire cosmetics, switch off the 
propaganda machine, and Britannia is 
exposed as the ailing wreck that she actually 
IS. 

The truth is that the healthy, vigorous and 
enterprising athlete triumphantly paraded tor 
public applause is, in reality, a tarted-up 
crock! 

And, swift in the wake of Brighton, 
Conservative Party Chairman Peter Brooke 
has revealed another repulsive feature of this 
effigy. Speaking at the annual lunch of the 
Primrose League on November 3rd, Mr. 
Brooke declared:- 

‘‘We must recreate in Britain that sense of 

responsibility, commitment to the 
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community, civic pride and unashamed 
patriotism from which stem all great acts of 
generosity...we can rightly expect all those 
who have benefited from our policies to 
shoulder their responsibility... We should 
seek in our age to emulate the charity of the 
Victorians. `’ 

Leaving aside the reference to 'unashamed 


patriotism”, a sentiment nationalists interpret 
somewhat differently from establishment 


acolytes, Mr. Brooke was simply tub- 
thumping the standard prescription for 
Thatcherite “revolution”: that an affluent 


minority should dispense private benevolence 
to the underprivileged as a substitute for 
government action — a ciear case of “forward 
to the past!” | 

In short, having quite deliberately origin- 
ated a miserable — and steadily multiplying 
‘under class’, Mrs. ‘Thatcher intends 
leading us into the 1990s not energised by 
some rational policy but primed on the 
begging-bowl ideology of the poorhouse: a 
concept which, in addition to being odious, 
bears the distinction of lagging a century 
behind the times. 


ROUTE OF DEVASTATION 


These censures, however, must not be 
confused with criticisms levelled at Govern- 
ment by the official Opposition. 

The Labour Party, when in power, applied 
the principles of “bleeding the rich’ in order to 
bestow sizeable (and indiscriminate) state 
handouts at grass roots, a contrivance no less 
inane than the Tory preference for grinding 
the commonality down in o:der to cosset the 
well-heeled. 

Neither course has any place in the politics 
of nationalism. 

It is the primary role of government to 
furnish the means of a decent livelihood for 
all who are capable of working, and it is 
equally an obligation of government to ensure 
economic security and a future worth contem- 
plating. 

Post-war Labour and Conservative admin- 
istrations alike have failed abysmally to fulfil 
these duties. But, for almost a decade, the 
prevailing regime happens to have fallen 
short on a classic scale. 

For not only has Mrs. Thatcher engineered 
a social separatism which has carved this 
country into vivid sections of prosperity and 
pauperism, she has tolerated, and in innumer- 
able instances encouraged, the growth of 
permissiveness; and this material havoc has 
been augmented by all the moral aggravations 
of human greed, self-indulgence and gross 
impurity. 

One searches in vain for tokens of 
“unashamed patriotism’ along the route of this 
devastation. 


THE CRUCIAL ISSUE 


And yet such follies, grievous thought they 
be, offer no terminal threat to our existence, 
now or in the future. 

Industrial recession, unemployment, 
poverty, lawlessness — these pestilences 
may find redress through strong, resolute 
government, putting into practice the 
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THE VICTORIAN AGE: FACTORY OWNERS INSPECT THEIR PLANT 
The Tories would have us return to these times of minority opulence and mass squalor 


relieved only by private charity 


necessary realistic policies. 

But in one vital area of national life this 
does not apply: it does not apply where the 
character and composition of the indigenous 
people of a country are systematically 
despoiled as a result of race-mixing. 

In The Eleventh Hour, John Tyndall 
summarises the matter in these words:- 

“A nation can be led to disaster by a series 

of bad decisions in the political, economic 

or other fields. It can even lose a war and 

suffer conquest and occupation, with its 

assets plundered and its population reduced 

to servitude — for a time. 

“But it can recover and find again its 

unique greatness in new times, under new 

leadership and with a new direction. 

History offers abundant examples of this. 

“But if a race is destroyed, whether by 

genocide, failure to reproduce or genetic 

change, all is lost — and forever. Then no 
new leadership, even of the highest genius, 

no change, no new direction, no investment 

of money, can ever resurrect it. It 

disappears from history.” 

Here then is the crucial issue of our time — 
and one not only studiously ignored by the 
Thatcherites at Brighton but totally forsaken 
by every party servile to: the liberal- 
democratic system. 

The British National “Party alone. in 
‘splendid isolation’, stands committed to the 
preservation of the British People and the 
British Nation. 

And that is why we are the target of all the 
hostility, venom and violence the establish- 
ment and its allies can muster! 

We draw the fire of the enemies of Britain, 
not simply because we oppose the existing 
system, not simply because we contest the 
system's economic policies, its approaches to 
the jobless or the deprived and so on — but 
because, first and foremost, we reject 
unreservedly the whole treasonable concept 
of the multi-racial society. 

That is the bedrock upon which we base our 
struggle. | 


For we know that if multi-racialism is 
allowed to proceed to its logical conclusion 
no policies tor the benefit or betterment of the 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic people will serve the 
slightest pupose — because the Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic people will have ceased to 
exist. 


RACIAL ‘GUILT’ / 


So we have the cocksure carpetbaggers of 
the system wielding a fistful of Race 
Relations Acts, and the revised Public Order 
Act, to keep the facts of our national jeopardy 
from the public at large, and to eliminate 
organised resistance to the multi-racial 
conspiracy. 

And, under the clout of this legislation, the 
perfectly natural instinct of preference for 
one's own kind (if that kind be British) is 
outlawed as ‘prejudice’; and almost’ every 
legitimate argument for defending one’s own 
race and culture (if that race and culture be 
British) is condemned and punished as ‘race 
hatred’. 

Yet, until our own day, there never was any 
doubt that the United Kingdom was inhabited 
by one people: people bound by common 
loyalties and shared sentiments, and endowed 
with a distinctive national identity universally 
characterised as British. 

But in the space of a single generation 
birth, instinct and affection for one’s own 
kind have all become obsolete and irrelevant. 

Britons have been hounded for some forty 
years: lectured, brainwashed, browbeaten., 
injected with enormous doses of racial ‘guilt’. 
belaboured by laws previously unthought of. 


taught to believe — by politicians, public 
spokesmen, media hacks, academics. 
churchmen — that the very notion of 


belonging to their particular land, and to their 
own race, is the vilest kind of aberration. 
Can anyone of calibre and conscience be 
alive today, having lived through the past four 
decades, without recognising these years as a 
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period of shame unsurpassed in the annals of 
our country? 

Never has treachery been so rampant at 
every level of government and public life — 
and never has it been so tamely endured by the 
mass of the governed. 


THIRD REICH 
AND THIRD WORLD 


British blood was sacrificed in a war to 
keep a foreign invader from our shores — and 
in the 1980s our towns and cities are replete 
with foreigners: alien peoples, moreover, 
whose psychology, cultures, languages, 
religions, traditions and life-styles are utterly 
removed from our own. 

And further tracts of our island are being 
progressively surrendered to them. 

In the aftermath of war, forty years ago, the 
ship Windrush discharged the first contin- 
gent of Afro-Caribbean immigrants into a 
British port. . 

More followed in increasing numbers, and 
in the wake of these arrivals came Indians, 
Pakistanis and Bangladeshis — at first a 
trickle, thereafter a flood. A flood of aliens 
into a country already overpopulated and 
burdened with unemployment and a housing 
shortage. 

Native Britons, who had never been 
consulted as to their feelings or wishes, 
reacted with no little anger and resentment. 

Government responded, with the 
arrogance and ferocity of a police state, by 
enforcing multi-racialism by decree. 

It brought into operation the 1965 Race 


Relations Act, whereby open declarations of 
and 
identification with one’s own people (if 


racial patriotism became unlawful, 


British) became the offence of ‘racial 


prejudice’. 


It introduced the Race Relations Act of 
1968, directed at compelling Britons to serve.. 


SPOT THE WHITES! 


employ and mix with migrants. 

It buttressed these with the Race Relations 
Act of 1976, and with the Public Order Act of 
1987. 

And while all this was being thrust upon us 
the pace of immigration accelerated. In 1939 
there were in the region of 7,000 coloured 
people in the whole of the United Kingdom — 
less than occupy the city of Leeds at the 
present day. 

By the 1950s the immigrant population had 
expanded to 40,000. 

At the beginning of 1983 it had — 
‘officially’ — increased to 3% million. 

Signifiantly, no figures are available to 
bring the magnitude of this influx up to date. 
But the flow continues, needless to say, and 
the ordinary individual’s powers of observ- 
ation will provide better statistics than we can 
anticipate from our politicians. 

It is worth mentioning, however, that in 
March 1988 Dr. Colin Brown of the Policy 
Studies Institute, a government think-tank, 
published a report based on the 1981 Census. 
He confined this study to Pakistanis, who are 
the third largest immigrant element in Britain, 
behind West Indians and Indians. 

Dr. Brown’s findings can be briefly stated: 
the Pakistani population trebles every 
generation, and between 1981 and 1987 it 
increased by 50 per-cent! These figures mean 
that Britons will be a minority in their own 
country by the year 2068. 

We shall be in a minority in relation to the 
Pakistanis — and of course in relation to West 
Indians and Indians. 

Put into simpler terms, we waged a war to 
prevent ourselves belonging to the Third 
Reich, and in the 1980s we are well on the 
way to belonging to the Third World. 


THE DRIVE TOWARDS 
MULTI-RACIALISM 


Now there are Britons in some numbers 
who attribute this «state of affairs to mere 
stupidity on the part of successive govern- 
ments. They view multi-racialism as a 
‘blunder’, as the outcome just of political 
-short-sightedness and liberal-minded over- 


Scene from a modern ‘British’ school 
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indulgence; and they imagine that all the 
measures taken to make this wretched folly 
workable — race laws, the indoctrination, the 
propaganda — are just an attempt by 
politicians to wring some good out of this 
error, to tum negatives into positives. 

But in this they are very much deluded. 

What is happening here in Britain is no 
isolated phenomenon. 

The same drive towards multi-racialism 1s 
taking place in every major stronghold of the 
White Race: in the USA, Canada, Australia 
and Western Europe. Everywhere there is the 
same.relentless infusion of aliens, the same 
systematic brainwashing, the same brand of 
repressive legislation. There is nothing 
remotely fortuitous about it; it is a carefully 
designed enterprise conceived by a global 
Money Power, endorsed by the United 
Nations Organisation, and steadfastly 
promoted by governments and individuals in 
pawn to international interests. 

The intended end-product is a world state 
with a world government, an authority 
which would exercise control over a raceless, 
nationless, downgraded uniformity of 
peoples. 

And to make this universal hell a reality, 
the natural bonds that have fashioned nations 
and made civilised progress possible must 
first be broken; all sense of kinship and 
spiritual cohesion between people belonging 
to the same nation must be dissolved. 

One major element constitutes an obstacle 
in the path of this intrigue: the White Race. 
Hence the relentless drive to race-mix that 
element into extinction. 

That is the reason for the massive and 
sustained introduction of alien peoples into 
the very heartlands of White Civilisation, and 
that is why our own Anglo-Saxon-Celtic folk 
are today being mugged of all feelings of race 
and nationhood. | 

A mixed-brecd society can never be 
unmixed. At a certain point, the process of 
mixing can never be reversed. | 

We are therefore dealing with the prospect 
of our British Race vanishing from the face of 
the earth. 


DEFENDING OUR KINDRED 


If the multi-racial conspiracy is permitted 
to succeed, the outcome will be a calamity 
beyond repair. 

Two thousand years of British history will 
culminate in a land of half-breeds, unrecog- 
nisable from the people who built it. 

But multi-racialism is not going to 
succeed. 

It is not going to succeed because there are 
still men and women in this land who nurture 
a love for their race, their country and their 
birthright: patriots who, having long since 
roused themselves from spiritual coma and 
regained racial consciousness, still dare to be 
‘racists’! 

Despite the bogies conjured up in contemp- 
orary politial mythology, nationalists are not 
in the business of ‘hating’ other races. We are 

Contd. on page 19 


SIR: B.L. Forrest (November) is right to state 
the difficulty of implementing any eugenics 
programme. The problem seems to centre 
around the differences between negative 
(compulsory) and positive (non-compulsory) 
methods of genetic improvement. 

As I understand the situation, direct 
coercive means were only ever tried in the 
post-war world during the 1970s in India. 
This resulted in public disorder and political 
turmoil, as well as a reaction against all 
sterilisation campaigns. Greater success was 
achieved by the Repository for Germinal 
Choice, California, USA. In this latter 
instance volunteers were used. The 40 
children born as a result of this, to healthy 
women whose husbands were sterile, were 
promising: the offspring are intelligent, 
healthy and happy, possessing a vocabulary 
twice that expected. Both male donors and 
female recipients were screened for physical 
and mental health standards. Ironically, the 
Indian scheme was designed to reduce 
population, while the American one 
effectively increased it. 

Bearing in mind the difficulties, the best 
option is possibly the five-point programme 
proposed by the scientist/philosopher Robert 
K. Graham, for stimulating the interest in 
“intelligent couples in child-bearing: (1) Help 
for married graduate students; (2) Corporate 
donors — companies would give financial 
assistance to young employees with children; 
(3) Communities for children in cities and 
universities with good housing and care 
facilities; (4) Youth farms, accessible to cities 
and schools, providing healthy places to grow 
up in; (5) Germinal repositories. 

These measures would be more acceptable 
than other, more draconian, measures as 
envisaged by Professor Elmer Pendell; yet we 
would be saved the nightmare of a ‘Brave 
New World’ style of life. The nationalist 
movement should certainly not get bogged 
down in this field; culture remains important. 

G.R. KEMP 
Gosport, Hants. 


SIR: It is interesting, isn’t it, whenever the 
mass media present some aspect of German 
life in the time of the Third Reich the 
programme ‘is always headed ‘Nazi hell’, 
‘tyranny’, ‘corruption’, etc., etc. 

The purpose of this lurid technique is of 


course obvious, and to the unenlightened the 
lie works every time. However, we all know 


“that the picture perceived depends on from 


which end of the telescope one is looking. So 
it is probably hell for the worm that gets eaten 
but bliss for the thrush that does the eating! 

Now first think of how wonderful it must 
have been to live under a system where one 
knows, and can see, that the inherent and 
latent energies of one’s own people are being 
fully galvanised, the collective psyche of 
one’s own race is raised to a piercing level of 
consciousness. To know and feel that your 
own people are moving forward, and that the 
hidden powers and strength of the nation are 
being released, is an uplifting sensation 
indeed. 

If one experiences all these things, but the 
end is “material” destruction, then so what! 
One has still lived with a capital ‘L’. 

Returning to the question of media distort- 
ion, it is important to remember that a great 
deal more money can be made through mass 
ignorance than through mass enlightenment, 
and that is why night has to be turned into day 
and happiness must always really be misery. 

P.A. FORDER-WHITE 
Alderholt, nr. Fordingbridge, Hants. 


SIR: According to the latest scientific inform- 
ation available, the so-called ‘greenhouse 
effect’ on our planet will be a very serious 
problem in 50 years or less from now. 

The Prime Minister recently gained much 
publicity when she expressed her concern for 
our polluted environment and the effect this is 
having worldwide. One would imagine that 
this information had just become available, 
but, as it has been around for some time now, 
why, after nine years in office, has Mrs. 
Thatcher only just decided to be publicly 
concerned? 

If what we hear and read on this subject is 
true, then it is obvious that drastic measures 
need to be taken now if we are to avoid 
disaster. 


Nationalists must become more involved 
with this issue, which at present is mainly 
taken up by such organisations as ‘Green 
Peace’, ‘Friends of the Earth’ and the ‘Green 
Party’, etc. 

Perhaps we should ask ourselves how far 
we support such organisations, or do we go 
our own way on this issue? 

Nuclear energy also comes into this 
question, as it can be argued that it is an 
alternative to coal, which at present contrib- 
utes to the Greenhouse effect. Nuclear power 
Stations, as we all know, are themselves a 
source of problems, due to the danger of 
radiation. 

An up-to-date policy that spells out loud 
and clear how a nationalist government would 
deal with the pollution problem is needed, as 
many people are concerned over this issue. 


R. RHODES 
Staverton, Glos. 


SIR: I find your comment on the NF on last 
month’s back page in dashed bad taste! 

It’s a sad day when any avowed political 
party has its entire membership arrested 
whilst standing quietly on the pavement, and, 
in any case, since when has ‘‘discontented 
mumbling in shop doorways””.been a criminal 
offence? 

This is yet another example of the 
Thatcherite thought machine reacting 
savagely against a group who haven't a 
thought between them anyway. 

It behoves you, sir, to take a more 
benevolent attitude towards the deprived. 

‘DISGUSTED’ 

Broadwater Farm, or Toxteth, or St. Pauls 


SIR: Currently, all our politicians and media 

are talking about President-Elect Bush as the 

new ‘leader’ of the free world. Speaking for 

myself, I do not want any American president 
to be my ‘leader’. I am British! 

A.D. WILTON 

Richmond, Yorks. 
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THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR? (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. d 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 
DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
‘ THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the valuz of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 
THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future, 1980, 246pp. 
THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not. just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
_ topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. 
THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 


ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 


those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 
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Service is indicated on the envelope. New titles 
are marked with an asterisk. | 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 


fields. 643pp. 
' THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 


Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 
NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 


TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 


scholarly exposure of these cynical travesties of justice. 
1978, 68pp. _ 
RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 


Have you read The | 
Eleventh Hour yet? For | 
prices see top of column 

one. 
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POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present . 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on: the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a ° 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
LQ. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 


“1986; 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly “Zimbabwe”, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS” ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the “establishment” publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591 pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 
THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous: 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is acritical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
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OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of. 


the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


BNP leaflets 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. | 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 

If only we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


Can you spot a red teacher? Updated reprint of an old. 


nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic slogans, while their policies underneath are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 

What's the difference? Leaflet spotlighting the similar- 
ities between the policies of the Westminster parties over 
major issues, and the fact that only the BNP offers a real 
alternative. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.35 for 1,000 and £2.75 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. : ` j 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
gag those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 

M dl measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of each poster weighing 10g. 


BNP Stickers 

With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 


Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! | 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 
Stickers are self-adhesive, measuring 3.5in x 2.5in. 
Each contains BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. Price: £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


BNP badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 

Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 

BNP cloth logo | 

BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anorak, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally *87. Three-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, lan Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £18.00 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally *82: Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 
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PLEASE NOTE: The cassette recording 


“Voices of Nationalism’, issued by BNP 
Recordings, has been withdrawn from 
distribution. Plans are being made to 
reproduce one side of the recording, John 
Tyndall's talk on ‘The coming British 
Revolution’ on a new cassette in due 
course. 


BNP video 


Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on “Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall S HI: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate”. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(Discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall S IV. Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on “The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). | 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beermats, ball 
pens & other items 
BNP stickers with slogans:- 
(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive, with party logo, 
name and address. | 
Prices: £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12.50 for 1,000. 
3-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive):- 
Prices: 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 2.5in diameter 
£6.25 for 500. | 
Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
Spearhead magazine: £1.18 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
00. 


a 

BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 

and party name and address in blue on white background. 

Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 

socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 

BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 

10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 

blue on each sheet. 1 notepad: £1 plus 24p p&p; 4 

notepads: £4 plus 85p p&p. 

BNP ball pens (mixed) all stamped with party name: 25 

for £5. 

al pencils (mixed) all stamped with party name: 30 for 
dy 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
B.N.P. 

(Orders with cash to: PO Box 116, 
Liverpool LS9 1SH) 


More BNP ball pens 
Ball pens bearing the slogan: “British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 
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- Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton -to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 


Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. North America to: PO 
Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. South 
Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. Behind the 
News is a must for your reading table. 


The Truth At Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 
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NOVEMBER 13th 


Successful Day of 


Action in Yorkshire 


REMEMBRANCE DAY in Yorkshire 
last year turned out to be something of 
an unhappy event for the British 
National Party. The party had intended 
to hold a wreath-laying ceremony in the 
city of York, followed by a rally 
nearby, but was prevented from doing 
either by the local police. This year, 
taking into account the probablity of the 
same thing happening, the party 
planned an entirely different 
programme of activities for the day. 

A wreath was in fact laid at a war 
memorial at York — despite promises 
from the left-wing opposition that it 
would stop this. John Tyndall, 
accompanied by BNP war veteran 
George Shellito, arrived in the city in 
the morning and, despite the presence 
of large numbers of reds in the city, 
proceeded to one of the war memorials, 
where Mr. Shellito laid a wreath with 
an accompanying inscription saying 
““In memory of free speech.’’ This was 
to mark the fact that, despite our war 
dead being alleged to have given their 
lives for ‘freedom’, no such freedom 
existed in Britain in the present day. 

In the afternoon the party, instead of 


going to York, proceeded to 
Dewsbury, where a big local 
controversy has arisen over the 


decision of parents in the area to 
transfer their children from a predom- 
inantly Asian school to a predom- 
inantly white one, a controversy in 
which the BNP has strongly supported 


British Nationalist 


these parents. A BNP party of about 50- 
60 descended upon the district of 
Dewsbury where most of the families 
live who have been involved in this 
controversy, and the district was 
flooded with leaflets, accompanied by 
doorstep paper sales. Everywhere an 
extremely sympathic reaction was 
reported. 

The BNP followed up this operation 


with an indoor rally on the theme of 


Remembrance Day in Huddersfield, 
where Stanley Clayton-Garnett, Tim 
Hepple, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall spoke, with George Shellito in 
the chair. 

The day, because this year carefully 
planned, was highly successful. About 
80 attended the meeting — a number 
which would have been larger but for a 
rather disappointing turn-out by North 
of England members. Although recent 
activities in Yorkshire have seen some 
much improved attendances (such as a 
branch meeting in Wakefield in the 


“week following, which attracted 35 


people, mostly local) for various 
reasons, neither Yorkshire nor 
Lancashire members managed to make 
it in very much strength on Remem- 
brance Day. 

Nevertheless, the weekend’s events, 
in which the party wrong-footed the 
reds by getting the latter to turn up at 
York in anticipation of nationalists 
being there, won big publicity, both 
before and after, in the local papers. 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 37p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.42 (British Isles) or 


£6 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are as SCENES FROM 
follows:- = REMEMBRANCE DAY IN 
10 copies £2.00 + 52p post YORKSHIRE 


25 copies £4.50 + £1.70 post 
50 copies £8.00 + £2.10 post 
100 copies £14.00 + £2.80 post 
150 copies £20.00 + £3.00 post 
200 copies £25.00 + £3.45 post 
300 copies £35.00 + £4.00 post 
400 copies £44.00 + £5.00 post 
500 copies £53.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £103.00 ) by Roadline 


Top: Before the wreath-laying — 
George Shellito and John Tyndall 
pose in front of war memorial in 
York; Second from top: the two 

“stand to attention after the wreath 
has been laid; Centre: the wreath, 
with an inscription saying ‘‘In 
memory of free speech””; 2nd 
from bottom: Recruiting them 
young! Little girl puts BNP liter- 
ature through letter box in 
Dewsbury; Bottom: John Tyndall 
stands with collection of lady 
helpers of different ages 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 
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FINE GLASGOW RALLY 


THE ST. ANDREW’S DAY RALLY, held 
by the British National Party in Glasgow on 
November 19th, was again a highly 
successful event, as was the case last year. 

A little under 100 people attended to hear 
speeches by Gus. McLeod, David Bruce, 
Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall, with Steve Cartwright in the chair. 
Harry Mullin’s speech was especially 
interesting. Mr. Mullin is an ex-communist 
who ‘saw the light’ and became converted to 
British Nationalism. His forceful style is 
making him a very popular speaker and he is 
bound to be in demand far beyond his native 
Glasgow. 

The speakers spoke about the betrayal of 
Ulster and the essential fraudulence of 
Scottish ‘Nationalism’, which was victorious 
in the recent Govan by-election. It is 
extraordinary that the Scottish National 
Party, while claiming ‘independence’ for 
Scotland, wants to stay in the Common 
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Market, in which case Scotland will be ruled 


“from the continent. It also is quite happy to 


accept West Indians and Pakistanis as 
‘Scots’, if they happen to live north of the 
border! 

David Bruce, as in the past, warned the 
audience that the immigrant tide was 
gradually flowing northward and would 
engulf towns and cities in Scotland before 
long, just as it had further south. 

The meeting ended in_ tremendous 
enthusiasm and the collection raised just a 
little under £150. 

A thoroughly enjoyable social was held 
nearby in the evening, and on the following 
morning Glasgow BNP met a team from 
Loughton (Essex) in a five-a-side football 
match. After a hard-fought contest, the score 
ended even at eight-all! It is understood that 
Manchester & Salford branch is now forming 
a team. Who will be next? Liverpool? Leeds? 
Birmingham’? 
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NATIONALISTS CHALLENGE ‘TROOPS 


OUT’ BRIGADE 


A STRONG BODY of British Nationalists, 
about 100 in number and including a large 
BNP contingent and some London-based 
supporters of Ulster Loyalist paramilitary 
groups, went to Conway Hall in London on 
Friday, November llth, to show their 
opposition to the ‘Troops Out’ movement, an 
organisation of IRA supporters, who are 
gracefully allowed to use the hall while the 
BNP is banned from hiring it. 

The guest speaker at the meeting was the 
notorious republican subversive Bernadette 
` Devlin, who, together with her colleagues on 
the platform, attempted to glorify the 
murderers who caused such atrocities as the 
Enniskillen massacre. Whilst nationalists 
generally respect the right of those opposed to 
them to air their views, they do not consider 
any such rights should belong to those who 
support IRA murders. The nationalists turned 
up in strength to protest that such a meeting 
was allowed to take place in London — or 
anywhere else in the United Kingdom. 

Had the 100-strong body been able to 
confront the subversives in one formation, 
they most certainly could have stopped the 
meeting. A large police presence, however, 


protected the IRA supporters, and such a 
confrontation was not possible. The nation- 
alists were forced to split into smaller groups, 
and one of these, including Richard 
Edmonds, John Morse and Tony Wells, was 


set upon by about 30 or 40 IRA supporters. 


Messrs. Edmonds and Morse sustained two 


black eyes each and the latter also a broken. 


wrist, while Tony Wells suffered an attack of 
CS gas. This did not stop the nationalists 
travelling up to Yorkshire just two days after! 

A good many more injuries, however, 
were sustained by the IRA supporters when, 
later in the evening, they were met by groups 
of nationalists who signified in the most 
practical way their disgust at tr > appearance 
of garbage of this kind in the middle of 
London. 

The evening’s operation was very 
satisfactory also in as much as it served to 
strengthen links between the BNP and various 
Ulster Loyalist groups, both sides of whom 
have agreed to collaborate together more 
closely and regularly in the future. 

BNP activists from London and the Home 
Counties, who provided a large part of the 
manpower, are to be congratulated. 


THE SURVIVAL 


OF OUR PEOPLE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


not concerned with stirring these cesspools of 
blind bigotry which exist in small minds. 

It is sufficient for us to revere our own 
kindred. to fight for them and to protect their 
interests. come what may. | 

And this is where we differ so profoundly 
from Thatcherites and Socialists and the 
political pilot fish who shadow them. 

Unlike them, we are not struggling for the 
sake of mere policies or principles or a 
programme: we are struggling for the survival 
of our people. 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the local 
addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN 11 9JF 
EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashtord 
- LOUGHTON 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IGIO 3BU 
SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 
EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WIRRAL 
PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
WEST YORKSHIRE 
PO Box BR 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
SOUTH YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
CLEVELAND 
PO Box 67, Middlesborough TSI 4YY’ 
TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 ILP 
SCOTLAND 


PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, 
Brierley Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, 
Nottingham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Halifax, Wakefield, 
Sheffield, Darlington, Sunderland and Cumbria.. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP | 
Head Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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which the British National Party is 
promoted consists of small operations 
organised at local level by each local 
branch. These will include paper sales (on 
the streets and on the doorstep), leaflet 
distribution and the placing of posters and 
stickers, fund-raising events like jumble- 
sales, branch meetings and occasional 
social functions. 

These are the nitty gritty of active work, 
and they are the means by which most 
members of the public are enabled to hear 
about the party and know of its address so that 
they may write to it for information. They are 
also the means by which the party at local 
level may keep its members together, retain 
their interest and find the wherewithal to fuel 
the continuation and extension of the 
struggle. 

But these activities are not enough on their 
own. Every now and then through the year, it 
is necessary for party activists to combine 
together in larger bodies, bodies of a size 
for which one single branch, or even a 
region, is not sufficient. On these occasions 
members are brought together from all 
corners of the country to act together in a 
show of strength. Such an occasion may be a 
party rally, a march or some public demons- 
tration. Sometimes, the scheme is to combine 
a public demonstration with a distribution of 
the party’s literature on a big scale, achieving 
the two objects of putting out a great deal of 
written propaganda and at the same time 
making a display of strength calculated to 
impress upon the public (and also upon party 
members) that the party is not a force to be 
despised. 

Additionally, of course, the mobilisation 
of larger strength is sometimes very necessary 
for the purpose of physical survival; the 


- activity may be threatened with attack by 


Opposition groups, and a substantial number 
of members, especially young, male and 
able-bodied, are needed to ensure that the 


Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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The importance of 
attending major activities 


THE MAIN BULK of the activities by 


activity can proceed in peace and security. 

There are some members and followers 
who do not always appreciate the importance 
of these major activities, requiring larger 
numbers, and they do not do all they can to 
attend them. 

They may perhaps feel that their attendance 
of routine local activities, such as branch 
meetings and paper sales, is enough; they 
may feel that on the big day of the major 
activity there will be sufficient number of 
others present to get the job done; they may 
find the fact of having to travel further afield 
to get to the activity a bit inconvenient, or 
perhaps rather costly. 

All these views are understandable, but 
they are wrong, and nationalists should resist 
the temptation to adopt them. 

They must realise that large turn-outs of 
members on such occasions are essential as a 
psychological weapon. 


NEED TO SHOW STRENGTH 


The mind of Mr. and Mrs. Public is such 
that it is not only necessary for the party to 
impress upon them that it is politically ‘right’ 


-— that is part of the job but it is not the whole. 


‘Tt is also vitally necessary to back up our 
message of being ‘right’ with the image of 
being strong and of getting stronger. 

The impact of a leaflet or a copy of the 
party newspaper is increased tenfold when it 
is supported by an image of size and 
strength. Here is where a large presence of 
party supporters is of enormous advantage. 

Likewise, if amember of the public attends 
a party rally, the message given from the 
platform, and the quality of oratory of the 
speakers, are only one part of what is 
necessary to win that member of the public 
over to us. He (or she) is enormously 
influenced by the size of the audience. This is 
not only the case from the standpoint. of a 
show of party strength, but it is also important 
in as much as, the bigger the audience, the 


Find out about the British National Party 


LL ee ae A 


Address................. ne: 


more it is possible to generate the desired 
emotion of the occasion. A telling speaker’s 
point delivered to an audience of 200 or 300 is 
far more effective in its impact than when 
delivered to one of only 40 or 50. | 

And this psychological impact of strength 
and size is not only important in its effect 
upon the member of the public, the 
newcomer; it is extremely important in its 
effect upon party members themselves who 
are present, and indeed even on those who are 
not present but read of the event in party 
publications the following month. 

A vital element in any successful army is 
morale. Morale is sustained, and increased, 
by the feeling that the army is winning, that it 
is advancing and getting stronger rather than 
retreating and getting weaker. Greater 
strength, as manifested by the turn-out on 
major activities, makes each individual 
participant and follower feel that his labours 
are paying off, that it is not all a waste of time, 
that there are signs of further progress 
towards victory, even when the ultimate step 
of victory itself is still a long way off. 

When there is such a feeling, that person is 
likely to become more, rather than less, 
enthusiastic, and to increase his or her efforts. 

So, never forget, the numbers we mobilise 
on these bigger party events are of vital 
importance. Indeed, the importance. cannot 
be over-stated. 

Many recent party activities have had very 
good attendances, but one or two have not had 
the attendances they should have done. 

Let us make goed this omission by 
redoubling efforts “to attend the major 
activities, just as we attend the smaller and 
more regular ones. It is worth the time. It is 
worth the expense of travel. It is worth the 
inconvenience of missing your favourite TV 
programme or the football match you would 
have liked to watch. 

The next time such an activity occurs, we 
do not want to hear excuses. We want to see 
you there! 
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